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HIGHLIGHTS

The attainment of some education beyond high school is becoming
an expectation of persons in all segments of modern society. The
opportunities for this educational advancement have increased, but
there are still segments of the population which are denied these
opportunities. The poverty populace provides one example of this
problem.

In Alabama poverty is widespread and predominant in many
counties. In 1970:

- twenty-five percent (25%) of the State's persons were poverti-
stricken

- twenty-one percent (21%) of all families in Alabama were
poverty-stricken

- forty-seven percent (47%) of all black families fell below
the poverty level

- poor families had more children (an average of 3.2 children
per family) than non-poor families (2.4 children per family)

- mean income for families below the poverty level was $1,988.00
compared to $8,357.00 for families of all income levels

- while 94 percent of the heads of poor families in_the_labor
force were employed, only 53 percent worked full-time

- forty-nine percent (49%) of the heads of poor families were
not in the labor force

- sixty-three percent (63%) of the heads of poor families had
attained eight years or less of formal schooling
meAian schpol years completed for the poor was 7.6 years
compared tp 10.8 years for persons of all income levels

- the majority of the poverty populace (58%) resided in urban
areas

This poverty, experienced by so many of the State's citizens,
:forms very strong barriers to postsecondary education. The various
factors impeding advanded educational attainment for the poor include:

- financial barriers associated with small incomes and large
families, the high cOst of advanced educational training,
the decreasing purchasing power of the dollar, and'the-lack
of full-time employment for heads of poor families

- motivational barriers induced by parental attitudes and norms,
and peer pressures

- academic barriers brought about by inadequate educational pre-
paration, and inappropriate substantive requirements for ad-
missions to institutions of higher education

- geographic barriers resulting from the inadequate and inef-
ficient location of postsecondary institutions

Accessible postsecondary educational opportunities which are
. responsive to the fluctuating'needs of the labor market win play
-.a keYirole in eliminating poverty.
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FOREWORD

The Institute of Higher Education Research and Services is

an agency of The University of Alabama. Part of its mission is

to identify and analyze crucial educational issues which confront

our state and its people.

Poverty in Alabama is both widespread and intense. It is a

social isdue whidh Should command our attention, our resources,

and our skills as a people to work toward its elimination.

Increasing access t- postsecondary education is a topic of

continuing interest to IHERS. We engage in tra ning projects,

conduct seminars and workshops, and design r- -earch projects--

all with the intent of creating more educational opportunity

tailored to the needs of our citizens and with increasing ease

success.

I am delighted Mary Le_ Shannon, an outstanding social science

resea-Cher, has joined our Institute staff. She has produced here

a careful review of the elements of poverty in Alabama and related

these to 'postsecondary education in this state.

This is a significant study for all citizens in Alabama and

the South. I commend Ms. Shannon's work to you.

May I state, too, that this study and ptiblication are --p-

ported, in part, by a generous grant to the Institute from the

Carnegie Corporation of New York. This support, however, does

9



not imply that the Corporation should be held responsible for

the design or findings of this study. The institute alone is

responsible for the format, analysis, and interpretations in

this study.

Thomas Dien
Director
IHERS

vi
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''REFACE

In recent year_ governmental interest in postsecondary

education for all citizens has increased significantly. Stu-

dent aid programs have grown steadily sin e 1970. New measures,

such as the Basic Educational Opportunity Grant (BEOG), have

been developed a d initiated. The assumption that financial

aid alone will increase educational opportunity and accessi-

bility for the poor has m tivated both state and federal

monetary prov sions.

The cost of tuition, books, and lodging is a recogn zed

ba-ier to postsecondary education for the poor. That -otiva-

tional, geographic, and academic factors may also influence

educational attainment is a recent consideration requiring

additional investigation and analysis.

Assoc ated with the trend to view 'the problems of post-.

secondary education for the poor in a broader perspective, is

an awareness of the relationehip bet. een education and the

demands of the labor market. Occupation and income are often

affeeted by educational training, but advances in education

do not guarantee a receptive labor market. Thus educational

institutions must be aware of the demands of the labor market

and provide students with marketable ekills and talents.

vii
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The present study has been uncle: _aken with the belief

that financial need is not an isolated barrier to postse

ondary education and that it is frequently accompanied by dis-

tinct motivational, academic, and geographic factors. It is

hoped that the autho 's perspective along with the data will

provide an understanding of impoverishment and its implica-

tions with regard to posts condary education.

This report represe _ts the efforts of numerous people.

The author -ishes to expre s her gratitude to the following

pe tons:

Dr. Thomas J. Diener, Director of the Institute of Higher

Education, for the ideas and direction offered throughout this

project; Dr. Albert E. Drake, Professor of Statiztics, and

Ms. Otis Holloway Owens, Associate of the institute of Higher

Educat1on for their invaluable time and suggestions so readily

provided.

A special thanks is extended to Ms. Marilyn Emplaincourt,

Staff Associate of le Institute of Higher Educaiion, for her

editorial assistance and aid in verifying the numerical data.

A final thanks is offe_ed to Gail Morgan, staff meMber of

the Institute of Higher Education, for her typing assistance.

Mary Lee Rice Shannon
The University of Alabama
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

One of the greatest burdens experienced in American So-

.ciety_today-is-that-of-poverty. 'neither--7-----

a new nor a startling statement. Poverty is an issue that

has prompted national awareness. But accompanying this aware-

ness has been a disagreement concerning the best way .to ana-

lyze poverty. The economic view maintains that income or

income deficit is the major cause of poverty and its concur-

rent problems. The non-econom c view suggests that certain

values and norms ( .e., d scri ination and indifference) of

the dominant society are the cause of poverty. It should be

realized, however, that poverty is not controlled by one

factor; it is multi-causal. Therefore, both ositions must

be =tàken into account.

It is with such an eclectic view that this paper is

being presented. The aim is to look at poverty in Alabama

and to try to understand its implications in regard to post ec-

ondary education. While a sttiStical account of the inci-

dence of poverty and its geographic distribution is covered,

greater emphasis is placed on the delineation of barriers

to education due to poverty (including family and individual

characteristics, academic, geographic, and financial bar iers



and the analysis of these limitations on Alabaia

2

poor. Fi-

nally, the importance of linking Alabama's manpower needs-and

labor market responsiveness with increased educational oppor-

tunity must be stressed if education in this State is to be

used as an- effective means of reducing poverty.

'SOURCES OF DATA AND METHODOLOGY

The majority of numerical data used in this paper was co

lected in 1970 by tbe United States Bureau 0 the Census,
4m,

Other statistics were supplied by The University of Alabama a

Center for Business and Economic Research (CBER)i the Alabama

Commission on Higher Education (ACHE), and the Alabama State

Depart ent -f Education. Additional sources included various

articles and books written on the subject of poverty and

postsecondary eduCation.

The methodology for this study consisted of extensiVe data

gathering, analysis, and description. The census data used

concerning income, poverty status, education, and employ-

ment were based on a 15 percent sample of the population

rather than on a 100 percent count. In all cases, the data

were multiplied by the appropriate reciprocal of the sampling

rate to Obtain a population estimate. These estimates have an

error rate of-less than one-half percent at the 95 percent con-

fidence level (U.S. Department of. Commerce, 1972a: App. 46-50).

14



LIMITATIONS

Since the scope of this study involved the compilation

and analysis of_numerioal.data relating-to-poverty-and-post-

secondary education, no survey or "participant dbservation,"

i.e., in-depth, face-to-face analysis involving the researcher

and the study group, was included. Therefore, it was a dif-

ficult task to evaluate the full implications of the effects

of poverty on human beings by merely lodking at numerical

data.

Compounding the problem was the fact that the census data

relied upon were somewhat dated, and there was the possibility

of underenuineration of the poverty populace (Siegel, 1974).

Moreover, since much of the information compiled by the Bureau

of the Census was based on a sample of the population, the pre-

cision of the estimates used is reduced. This lack of accurate,

system tic data con erning Alabama's poor and their relation to

postsecondary education poses a distinct problem to e acational

planners in terms of providing increased and effective education-

al opportunities for the poverty-stricken segment of the popula-

tion. Nevertheless, it is hoped that this analysis will prompt

definite action in regard to flarther exa ination of the problem

and sincere efforts to remedy the situation.
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CHAPTER II

A SURVEY OF ALABAMA'S POVERTY POPULACE

The incidence of poverty in Alabama is very high. .Twenty-

five percent (25%_ of all persons in Alabama and twenty per-

cent (20%) of the State's families radked at or below the pov-

erty level in 1970. The poverty index used here was adopted

by a Federal Interagency Committee in 1969. It takes into ac-

count-such factors as family size, sex,

ual or the head of the family, place of

and age of the individ-

residence, and the t

t 1 amount of'income accrued by the individual or the wage

earners in a family. An economical and nutritionally adequate

food plan designed by the U.S. Department of Agriculture aids

in determining the poverty thresholds (U.S. Department of Com-

merce, 1970:108). If the total money Income iof the individual

or family is less than three times the amount of the economy

food plan, they are classified as poor.

Between 1970 and 1974*, the estimated disposable per capita

income (i.e., income remaining to persons after payment of pe-

sonal taxes) in Alabama increased 41 perc nt. However, due to

inflation, the purcha ing power of the dollar decreased from

*This year provides the most recent published data, on
poverty thresholds and economic information for the State
of Alabama.

16
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$1.00 in 1967 to $0.86 in 1970 and to $0.68 in 1974. There-

fore, while dollarsLin-hand increased 41 percent between 1970

And 1974, the actual value or purchasing power of that income

only increased 11.3 percent (see Table 1)". During the same

time period the national poverty income levels increased ap--

proximately-35 percent .(see Table 2). This leVel also Changes

yearly in response to the annual rate of inflation. The i

plication here is that those poverty families or persons with

increased earnings are probably enduring the s- e impoverish-

ment now that they experienced in 1970; and those families or

persons whose income has not increased are-suffering an even

greater need.

The distribution of Alabama's poverty on a coun y lev 1

is shown on Map 1. Counties with greater than 30 percent of

their families and individuals below poverty are extracted

and represented on Map 2. These counties include Barbour,

Bullock, Butler, Choctaw, Conecuh, Crenshaw, Dallas, Greene,

Hale, Henry, Lamar, Lowndes, Macon, Marengo, Monroe -Pe_

Pickens, Su_ter, Washington, and Wilcox.

It is noteworthy that all of the counties that had a

predominatly black population in 1970 (Sumter, Greene, Hale,

Dallas, Wilcox, Lowndes, Bullock, and Macon,) are-included

among the counties with the highest degree of poverty. Al-

though the Bureau of th Census classifies more than sixty

17



MAP 1
Percentage of Persons and Families

in Alabama with Income Below Poverty,
by County,1970
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44.7
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35.4
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WASHINGTON

35.9
31.5

MOBILE

18.7

36.5
29.8

22.6
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14.1
11.6
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18.9
16.2
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23.2
21.3

JACKSON

24A
22.1
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20.8
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22.2
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14.5
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40.2
31.5

WILCOX

56.8
46.4

O.K AL

30.9
29.4
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ST. CLAIR
25.8
21.8
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20.5
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cr4,25.
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-.2 20.
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4
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194

LOWNDES

61 8
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28.0

-21.9
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25.1
18.7
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31.1
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35.5
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25.1

'445

COVINGTON

29.1
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32.0
27.4
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24,7
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Percent of persons below poverty
Percent of families below poverty

Source: LLS.Bureau of the Census,I970 Census of Population,
General Characteristics! Alabama
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MAP Z

Alabama Counties with 30% or More of Their
Persons and Families Having Incomes Below the

Poverty Level :7970
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ALCM 30% or more of all families and
persons below Poverty

Source U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of Population,
General Characteristics: Alabama.
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percent (60%) of the population of most of these counties

as rural, the majority of poverty-stricken Blacks in Ala-

bama live in urban areas, while the majority of impoverished

Whites are rural residents (see Table ), Mhile.ther- are,

numerically more poverty-stricken white families (93,614)

than poverty-stricken black families (86,821), an'examination

of percentages.suggests that Blacks bear a greater degree of

-poverty than Whites. N-arly 47 percent of all black families

in Alabama are poverty-stricken compared to 13.6 percent of

all white families. An even greater percent of all black per-

sons (52.8%) are classified as_poor.compared_to 15.7 percent

of all Whites. It should be noted that a person is considered

po when the individual's income falls below the poverty

level, while a family is.listed as poverty-stricken When the

total inco_e of all the fa ily's wage earners 1s less than the

appropriate povert/ threshold:.

The Bureau of the Census cre_ted two variations of the

poverty definition when-the poverty index was modified in

1969. One utilized 75 percent of the index to show those

persons/families with very great need; the other used 125

percent of this index to show those persons/families who

bordered on being poverty-stricken. In 1970, 27.3 percent

of all families and 32.5 percent of all persons in Alabama

2 0



fell below the 125 percent leve

9

ee Table 3). The stan-

dard thresholds established in 1974 exceed the 125- percent.

variatiOn of 1970, thereby significantly increasing the

nuMber of people classified as poverty-s ricken and desig-

nating a new group for the 125 percent category.

A wide range of characteristics* m rk Alabama's poverty

populace. These characteristics are shown on a county basis

_ Table 4 and on a statewide basis in Table 5. The major-,

ity of family heads are between the age of 25 and 64 and

have zero to two related children under the age of 18. In

the five counties with the greatest.percentage. of poor e.,

Greene, Lowndes, Bullock, wilcox, and Hale) the average num-

ber of related children under the age of-18 is high. Lowndes

County leads with an average of 4.0 children per family. wil-

cox and Bullock Counties follow -ith an a-e age of 1.9 child-

ren. Hale County's poor families have an average of 3.8

children and Greene County's families average 3.7 children.

The statewide average is 3.2 child en per poor family.

The mean income for families in 1970 was $1988.00 and the

mean income deficit (calculated as the difference bet een

*
The discussion on these characteristics is based on

numerical information takeR from the U.S. Department of
Commerce, Bureau of the Census, 1970 _Census of_Pooulation
for Alabama. Any data not taken from the Census will be
so designated.'

21.
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the total inco-e of families and unrelated individuals and

their respective poverty levels) was $1632.00 (see Table 6).

In the five counties with the greatest poverty populace the

mean family incomes were generally lower and _the_deficits

were higher. Greene County had the lowest Mean family in-
.

come of $1773.00 and the highest mean income deficit of

$2217.00.

The other four counties were as follows: Lowndes,

$2035.00 mean family income, $2040.00 mean inco e deficit;

Wilcox, $1898.00 mean family income, $2177.00 mean income-
deficit; Bullock $1810.00- mean family inco e, $1981.00 mean

income deficit; and Hale County, $1858.00 mean family income,

$2047.00 mean income deficit. According to the U. S. Bureau

of the Census, 22.8 pe cent of Alabama's poor famllies re-

ceived public assistance in 1970, but a greater percentage

of families from,each of the five counties listed above were

given public aid. The percentages ranged frc 25.3'percent

in Bullock County to 37.7 percent in Wilcox County ( ee Table 4).

Slightly over 50 percent (91,517) of all heads of poor

families in Alabama are in the labor force; of these 85,934

(or 94%) -re employed and 5583 (or 6%) are unemployed. The

remaining 49.5 percent (89,913) of all heads of poor families

are not in the labor force (see Table 5). Most of the persons

2 2
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in this latter category are "students, housewives, retired

workers, seasonal workers enumerated in an 'off' season who

were not looking for work, inmates of institutions, or per-

sons who cannot work be ause of long-term physical or mental

illness or disability" (U.S. Department of Commerce, 1970:103).

Of those heads who are employed, 60.5 percent are either

craftsmen, foremen, operatives, or service workers. Rela ed

to these employment figures is the fact that 63 percent of

the heads of poor families have attained eight years or less

of formal schooling.

This discussion has provided an overview of the problems

of poverty in the State and generally has described some

characteristics of the poor population. In order to achieve
.

a.greater understanding of poverty it is:necessary to take

an in-depth look at associated factors.

This paper concerns itself with the education variable as

it rffects the poor. While lack .of education is not the

. ultimate "cause" of poverty, in almost every case it is an

apparent factor.'

2 3
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CHAPTER III

BARRIERS TO POSTSECONDARY FnUCATION FOR THE-POOR

In many poverty studies the endency has _been to _note_ _

the non-economic variables but to expand on the economic as-

pects. This Is probably due to the difficulty involved in

trying to quantify the subjective. However, to fully ap-

preciate the restrictions that poverty imposes on higher

education it is imperative to discuss and to substantiate

wherever possible the non-economic aspects (e.g., attitudes

and values) as well as the more apparent financial factor.

Although values, attitudes, and personal characteristics

play important roles as barriers to higher education for the

poor, it is not suggested here that these factors are the

direct causes of poverty. Nor are they considered as part

"culture of poverty, but rather as an inevitable re-

action to a constant state of need. When looking at the

differences Of the poor,.the inclination may be to assunie

that this variance is the cause of their problems! Instead

of blaming the poor. it:A4ould seem to be more constructive

and more realistic to look to the coimnunity or to the social

,environment for the root causes of poverty (Ryan, 1974; Watchel,

1974). For instance, in the ca

2 4
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schools themselves should be questioned concerning their

in fostering or depressing achievement.

It cannot be disputed that the attainment of high levels

of education is rapidly becoming the norm in today's society.

But as more and more people complete college, the marginally

educ ted person becomes increasingly less able to function.

This is due to the fact.that an expectation of some college

education has been 'built into jobs, into the economy's con-

-sumption technology, and into other aspects of non-voca ional

life" (Tussing, 1975:35). It is, therefore, necessary to

identify any barriers to postsecondary.education that the poor

experience and to find some means of reducing or eliminating

them. Motivational, academic, geographic and financial li a-

tions on the poor are explored in.this paper.

Motivational Barril_s

Family Characteristics

EdUcational attainment is determined to a great extent

by the socio-econo ic status of the family, an attribute which

lies outside the individual's control. Excluding economics,

the parents' norms, values,and orientations work in the sociali-

zation process to either encourage or di-courage educational

attainment (Morgan, 1974:307). The parents' behavior which
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is linked to their own socialization and educational attain-

ment begins to stimulate r not stimulate) their children's

goals early in life. If the parents are not highly educated

and were not taught to value education by their own parents,

then they may not be inclined or even able to teach these

values to their children.

In Alabama, 63 percent of the heads of poor families have

attained eight years of sdhooling or less.- About 95,000 or-

eighty-three percent (83%) of these did not complete the eighth

grade (see Table 7). For heads of poor black families, 67 per-

cent have completed only some elementary education; 59 percent

of the heads of poor white families fall into this category.

'Higher educational attainment for the poor is quite low.

Three percent (3%) of all poor family heads have completed one

to three years of college; 4.5 percent of the heads of poor

white families have completed some college in contrast-to

1.6 percent of the heads of poor black families. Less than

two percent of the heads of all poor families are college

graduates (see Table 7).

The median school years completed are 7.6 years for all

heads of poor families; 8.2 years for heads of poor white

families and 6.9 years for heads of poor black families. It

should be-noted that the median school years completed for

26
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poor.Whites is 3.8 years below the median for all Whites,

while the median for poor Blacks is only 1.1 years below

the median for all Blacks. These figures suggest that

Blacks of all economic levels in Alabama have experienced

greater barriers to education than have Whites.

When diff rentiating between urban and rural residence,

it can be seen that educational attainment i creases for

persons of all income les;els in urban areas. This is most

likely due to increased educational opportunities in these

areas and an environment which places greater emphasis

on schooling. Educational attainment is much lower for

persons of all income levels in rural areas (see Table 8).

Because the number of poor in some counties is so high, and

because the poorest counties are also rural counties, the

median school years completed for each county's total pop-

ulation falls far below the 10.8 years median for the State

(see Table 9). In the five poorest counties the medians

for the total population range from 8.3 years for Greene

County to 8.8 years for Wilcox County.

In addition to educati nal attai ent of the parents,

the size of the family may influence a person's chances

of going to college. A large number of siblings could have

a negative effect on educational attainment, by increasing

27
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competing needs for the family's already too limited resources.

"Education, in part, is an inVestment decision made on behalf

-f the individual by his parents. Thus, one would expect that

families which are more burdened by the cost of education will

be le-s likely to invest in it" (Morgan, 1974:306).

The mean nuMber of children under the age of 18 for poor

families in Alabama is 3.2 compared to 2.4 for all other

families. It has already been Shown that in all counties in

Alabama, the size of poor families is-larger than'that of the

State's non-poor families (see Table 4). Thus, financial

burdens for these families are extreme.

Often college enrollment data provide additional insigh

concerning these barriers. In Alabama, the enrollment figures-

provided by the U. S. Bureau of the Census for persons 16-24

years old in 1970 raise some questions. Accepting the hy-

pothesis that parental attitudes and educational attainment

influence the desire for college, one would suspect ti_at fewer

poor persons (whose parents have had little formal education)

woulr- enrolled in college than all other persons. However,

the census data suggest that more poor persons (except Blacks)

axe enrolled in college than persons from all income levels

(see able 10).

the premise of this author that a valid comparison

28
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between the figures for Persons with income below poverty

and persons from all income levels cannot be made.. There

are several reasons for this argument. First the data

presented do not include students living in dormitories

or students from Alabama who are attending out-of-state

colleges. A large nuMber of poor students in Alabama at-

tend junior colleges which do not have dormitories. More-

over, it is most likely that those students who are able-to

attend --t-of-state colleges, and the majority of students

living in dormitories represent the non-poor. Therefore,

it is felt that a substantial number of non-poor students

are not enumerated in the data provided.

While a comparison of the data between poor per ons and

persons of all income levels cannot be made, an examination

of the figu es for persons with income below poverty is use-

ful. Thirteen percent of the males 16-24 years old with in-

come below poverty were enrolled in college in 1970; only 7.5

percent of the females in this category attended college. In

differentiating between black students and white students, an

exce--ive disparity is noted. _Twenty-four percent (24%) of

Alabama's poor white males were enrolled in college in 1970

compared to four percent (4%) of the poor black males.-

discrepancy is not as extre e for females, although it is s_ill

2 9
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large. Ten p- cent (10.4%) of the poor white females 16-24

years old were enrolled in college; 5.5 percent of the poor

Blacks in this category were college students. Again, these

data point to an inordinate inequality in access to post-

secondary education for Blacks.
0'

It should also be noted that on an urban ural basis,

a sizeable difference in enrollment figures becomes apparent

(see Table 10). Twenty-one percent (21%) of all poor males

and 11.7 percent of all poor females living'in urban areas

were enrolled in college in 1970. But in rural areas, only

4.3 percent 7f all poor males and 2.6 percent of all poor

females were college students. For poor urban Blacks the

percentages of pe -ons enrolled in college (6.5% ales; 8.0%

females) was notably higher than for poor Blacks in rural

areas (1.3% males; 2.5% female ). It has already been shown

that heads of poor families in the rural areas of Alabama have

completed less formal schooling than have heads of poor urban

families (see Table 8). The urban/rural enrollment data point

-to several possibilities. , First, advanced educational op-

portunit es may be fewer for persons in_ rural areas than for

persons residing in urban areas. A second, and concurrent,

possibility is that of attitudes. Since educational attain-

ment has been marginal for heads of poor families in rural

3 0
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areas, their attitudes and training may be influencing the

lower rate.of college enrollment for their children.

While the personal attitudes of heads of poor fa_ilies

in Alabama regarding postsecondary education have not been

surveyed, these data do provide some indication that atti-

tudinal barriers may be present. As stated, many researchers

(Morgan, 19747 Ferrin, 19707 Astin, 19727 and others) main-

tain that parents' attitudes concerning education are formed

by their own educational attainment and socialization, and

that these values, which will be passed On to their children,

will be weak or non-existent if their educational background

is inadequate. Accepting the above hypothesis, then, it is

assumed that the educational values instilled in today's

poverty-stricken youth by their parents may be insufficient

to motivate their desire for a college education or to equip

them with the tools necessary for success in college.

Individual Characteristics

Capability is one very basic resource possessed by an

individual that must be capitalized to insure educ tional

success. There are two factore which comprise the concept

of capability--cognitive skills and achievement motivation

(Morgan, 1974730(3). A part of one'- cognitive skills is
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biologically controlled; the other part is socially acquired

(Wilbur, 1975;11). Of greatest concern here is the part that

is acquired.

The rol&of the parents' behavior a d attitudes in affec-

ting a person's learning capacity ha§ been discuased. In ad-

dition, one's peers play an important role in developing cog-

nitive skills and achievement motivation, Lack of intellectual

challnge from friends and acquaintances will do little to i

crease a person's academic or vocational aspirations. It has

been suggested that this lack of motivation in part derives

from a very realistic perception of the limited educational

opportunities that have been available to the poor. The prob-

lem is aggravated by the fact that the rewards or benefits

accrued by increased educational attainment are not immediately

realized.nor are they even guaranteed. Thus the length of time

involved in the education process defers gratifications and

increases the tendency for one to give up or to drop out of

school. A: one's friends drop out of school, a person's will

power to remain in school is severely threatened. Students

then find marginal employment more enticing than long-range

educational possibilities (Willingham, 1969;9).

Many researchers feel that these motivational factOrs are

greater barriers to postsecondary education for the poor than

lack of finances.

3 2
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Enrollment figures and years of school completed provide

a possible indication of this lack of motivation. In Alabama

in 1970, 62,113 (or 52.5%) of the persons 16 to 24 years old

who were classified as poverty-stricken were not enr lled in

regular schooling of any kind. "Regular" sdhooling included

training leading to an ele entary school certificate, high

school diploma,or college degree. Attendance at a business

or trade school, or adult education classes was not counted

(U. S. Department of Coimneree, 1970:97). Of thoPe p -sons

not enrolled in school, 29 percent had only completed eight

years of.sdhooling or less. Another 35 percent had not com-

pleted high school. Over 37,800 (61%) of these people were

between the ages of 20 and 24, but only two percent (2%) had

completed four years or more of college (see Table 11).

By differentiating on the basis of sex, race, and urban/

rural residence, a nutber of differences become apparent (see

Table 11). More poor Whites 10.4%) had completed some col-

lege training than had poor Blacks (3.7%). A greater per-

centage of poor persons living in urban areas (10.0%) had

received some college training than had those living in rural

areas (3.3%). On the basis of sex and race, for poor Whites,

a similar percentage of males and females (11.0% and 10.0%
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respectively) had completed some college education, while

the percentage of poor black females with some college train-

ing eXceeded that for poor black males by 2.5 percent (4.7%

fe_ales; 2.2% males). The differen es betw- --ales and fe-

males in both urban and rural areas were very small,

These percentages appear to substantiate the hypotheses

that poor Whites and all poor persons living in urban areas

have had greater opportunities for obtaining advanced edUca-

tional training than have poor Blacks and all poor persons

'living in rural areas. However, the data for all.poor persons,

regardless of race, sex, or residence suggest that a large

nuMber of poor persons not enrolled in school are lacking

Advanced educational training. Lack of opportunity, finances,
.

and motivation are all possible explanations for these figures.

The years of sdhool completed for heads of poor families

in Alabama provide another di emsion to the picture. Fifty-

two percent (52%) of Alabama's heads of poor families have

less than an elementary education. While the years of school

completed for these people are, o_ the whole very low, by

taking the factor of age into account, it can be seen that

the educational level of the State's poor adult population

changing. For those heads of poor families who were 65_

years old or older in 1970, 83.9 percent had an eighth grade

3 4
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education or less. Fewer than three percent (2.3%) had com-

pleted some college. The educational level for heads 25 to

64 years old was a little higher Fifty-eight percent (58.2%)

had completed only eight years of school or less, but almost

four percent (3.9%) had completed some years of college. The

greatest contrast was seen in the under 25 years old group

where the number with an elementary education or less was

reduced to 25 percent and the number with some college train-

ing increased to 17.7 percent (see Table 12).

It is apparent, however, that the number of persons com-

pleting college is not keeping pace with the number attending.

The change in the percentage of heads of families who had om-

pleted four or more years of college was small. Less than one

percent (0.8%) of the- heads -f families in the oldest group

fell into this category compared to 3.5 percent of the young-

est heads of families--a dhange of only 2.7 percent.

It dhould be noted that the increase in percentages for

heads of poor white families with so e college has gone from

3.1 percent for the over 65 years old group to 26.1 percent

for the under 25 years old group. However, for heads of poor

bladk families the increase is much less--from 1.1 percent

for the oldest group"to 5.1 percent for the youngest group

( ee Table 12).
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Quantifying the factor of motivation in the educational

attainment of the poor is extremely difficult if not impos-

sible. Nevertheless-, the above data suggest that definite

barriers to education do exist and that these are seen most

dramatically in the area of postsecondary education. While

the role that motivation plays in educational attainment can-

not be measured exactly, it would be unrealistic and unwise

to assume that it is of little or no importance in the edu-

cational process. Taking such an abstract factor as poverty

into account necessarily complicates the search for a solu-

tion. But, a solution that does not include all facets of

the problem becomes a barrier itself rather than an aid.

Acad- ic Bar iers

As the State of Alabama continues to move toward increased

college access, a great nuMber of the-new students entering

postsecondary'education will be the financially poor students

viho, more often than not, may also be poorly prepared aca-

demically due to weak or inadequate educational experiences'

in elementary and secondary sdhools. Becease of this titua-

tion, a number of procedural and substantive college admis-

sions requirements haVe come under a great deal of attack.

Included among these are entrance examinations, general

36
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educational requirements, course pre-requisitesoand various

bu eaucratic procedures.

Both procedural (fo s) and sUbstantive ( andards) ad-

missions requirements are set by Alabama's colleges and un ver-

sities. Application for s and high school transcripts are

universal procedural requirements; the majority of public

and private institutions require a medical examination form.

Eighty percent (80%) of the State's colleges and universities

require application fees, but fifty percent (50%) of these

will waive the fee or delay billing for those students who

are financially handicapped (ACHE, 1972a:21). These fees

range from $5 to $50 but less than twenty percent of the

schools charge more than $10 and the majority of those who

do are private institutions. The junior colleges requiring

an application fee charge the $5 minimum.

Application deadlines for Alabama's colleges a d uni-

versities provide ample time after high school graduation

or completion of the academic year at college for the stu-

dent to complete application to another school. Ninety per-

cent (90%) of the colleges and universities accept applica--

tions up to two or three weeks before registration; forty

percent (46%) have no deadline, or accept applicants through

the registration period (ACHE, 1972a:24).



From the above discussion, is Obvious that a nuMber
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of procedural requirements are considered in an admissions ap-

plication. However, in Alabama, enough leeway is provided to

minimize the potential barriers most often associated w th these

requirements. It is the substantive requirements that are most

easily quantified, given greater emphasis in admissions decisions,

and often cited as the greatest academic barriers to the poor.

High school grade average, test scores from the Scholastic Ap-

titude Test (SAT) and American College Testing (ACT), and, for

transfer students, the college grade point average (GPA) are

some examples. Alabama junior colleges have an open admissions

policy, so their students are not affected by these substantive

requirements.

Aptitude or achievement test scores are required by all

private junior colleges, 90 percent of the public senio in-

stitutions, and 75 percent of the private senior colleges.

On the whole, private colleges require a higher composite

score than do the state institutions. Over one-third of the

public institutions either allow for a sliding score or do

not utilize a cut-off score for the tests. In every school

(except one private four-year institution) however, the

scores a e given some consideration in the admission d ci-

sion. In addition, seventy percent (70%) of the colleges
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who utilize these sub9tantive requirements maintain that en-

tering freshmen must have a "C" average for their high school

studies. Eighty percent (80%) require a college grade aver-

age of "C" for their transfer students (ACHE, 1972a:26).

There are:certain skills necessary for success in the

academic setting, but those of greatest importance are com-

petent reading and writing abilities. The problems associated

with substant ve college requirements often stem from a lack

of these basic skills. In addition, it has been suggested

that the aptitude tests employed by colleges and univer-ities

are culturally biased (Ferrin, 1970:11).

Many of Alabama's poor youth lack adequate reading and

writing skills, and many of the substantive admissions re-

quirements which act as barriers to the poor are present in

Alabama's colleges. Therefore, in planning for increa ed

educational opportunity for the poor, it will be imperative

that such academic barriers be studied, and, wherever possible,

eliminated.

Geogpc Barriers

There are a number of geographic factors associated with

rural areas which limit access to higher education. For
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instance, open spaces and small numbers of people influence

education costs and create difficulty in service coordination

(Thomas, 1972:109). Out-migration from rural areas to cities

or urban areas leaves behind a disproportionate number of

poor persons, which in turn decreases the responsiveness of

the county's tax structure. And, most obviously, student

access to colleges is hampered by distance.

In Alabama, the counties with the largest proportion

of the poverty populace, with the exception of Dallas County,

have fairly small total populations (see Table 13). Only

two of these counties, Lamar and Washington, gained in popu-

lation between 1960 and 1970. The remaining 17 counties lost

population, ranging from a 2.4 percent loss in Dallas County

to a 21.7 percent loss in Greene County (see Table 12). In

addition, the population proj ctions to the year 2020 for

these counties show a continued loss in population for Bul-

lock, Butler, Choctaw, Conecuh, Greene, Hale, Henry, Lowndes,

Marengo, Monroe, Perry, Sumter and Wilcox (CBER, 1975:12).

The distribution of public and private two and four year

institutions, and state techni al schools in Alabama is shown

on Map 3. In various studies on college attendance, it has

been shown that communities with public junior colleges usually

have a higher percentage of their high school graduat.s

4 0



MAP 3
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attending college. Moreover, communities that lack post:-

secondary education institutions of any kind have the lowest

percentage of high school graduates attending College (Perrin,

1970:23). The 15 counties with the highest rate .of .high

school graduates attending college are Houston, .Henry, Walker,

Dale, Geneva, Coffee, Marshall,Payette Etowah, Marion,

Montgomery, Covington, Randolph, Morgan and Frahklin. Nine .

of'these.counties have public junior college- located in-their

area, and four have a mixture of postsecondary institutions'

(ACHE, 1972b:5).

Public junior colleges are supposedly most responsive to

.low-income students because of their low tuition and open-

door policies. But, in Alabama, only two of the State's.

20 pUblic junior colleges were placed in a county with 'a high

percentage of poor people (_ee Map 3), and oneh-of these schools

had not been accredited by the Southern'As ociation of Colleges--

and Schools as of January, 1976. There is one unaccredited

publicrjunior college and one pUblic four7year institution

in the predominately Black counties (Sumter, Greene Hale,

Dallas, Wilcox, Lowndes Bullock,and Macon). TWO state t ch-

nical schb-ls are located in the area but they do not provide

a wide range of career alternatives to the poor.

In an effort to eliminate the distance barrier, the State
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Board of Education has:provided bus transpoation to the

junior colleges. The service areas for these junior colleges

are dhown on Map 4. For the poor counties, however, the ser-

vice areas are extremely large and cannot be adequately.sup-

ported by the transportation that is provided. It is- obvioue

that, in prior educational planning, the geographic barriers

experienced by the majority of. the poor population were not

effectively reduced and that the educational interests-of the

poor were not protected in the planning process.

Financial Barriers

Aside from social/ethnic factors, inability to pay is

one of the greatest limitations affecting higher educational

access today. The poor student if he has the quality or

quantity of education to gain acceptance to a college or

university, must defray direct costs (tuition, fees, books,

and commutation) and subsistence costs (room, board, etc.)

as well as the indirect costs of foregone personal income

and reduced contribution to family support (Perrin, 1970:8).

Expected self-help from suimner or term-time jobs and parental

contribution are necessarily limited for the poor.

In 1970, mean family income fOr the poor, by county in

Alabama ranged from $1706.00 in DeKalb County to $2295.00
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for Washington County. The average number of dependent child-

ren for these poor families ranged from 2.5 in Winston County

to 4.0 in Lowndes County, Which indicates increased financial

burden. Although estimated per capita income has increased

since 1970, the gain has been ineffective due,t6. inflation

and the decreasing purdhasing power . of the'dollar (see Table-

When calculating financial n ed for students-, thCollege

Scholarship Service suggests that exPected parentalContribu7

tion to the defrayal of expens s be included in the est

These contributions are to be derived from inco e which ex

te.

ceeds the money applied to the maintenance of the family's

basic heeds, food, clothing, shelter, and_health '(ACHE,-

1972b:44). However, those families classified as-pove7-ty.,

stricken by the Bureau of the Census do not have enough income

to provide for these basic needs, let alone pay for or contri-

bute to a college education for their children. Mean income

deficits range from $1307.00 for CovIngton County to $2217.00

for Greene County.

The Alabama Commission on. Higher Education sho ed costs

for the typical full-time undergraduate student during the

academic year 1970-71 ranging from $945 for commuter students

at black two-year public colleges to $2665 for resident stu-

dents at white four-year private colleges (ACHE, 1972b:11).
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These costS would require an extreme_and impossible percentage

of _the poor family's income. In addition,those families with

income that fell below the 125%poverty level would also find

college expenses to be an extreme hardship,.if not an impos-'..

sibility.

Some self-help is expected of the college student in

payment of these expenses. Monies are to be earnetlthrough

summe or term-time jobs. But employment opportunities for

poor studenti may be reduced due t- fa- ily income, race,- edu-

-oational-level, etc.,-(ACHE4 1972b:8 -Moreover' ifthe fi------

nancially poor student.also suffers from being academically

deficient, then a part-time job may be detri ental to academic

success.

Several financial aid programs supported by the U. S. Of-

fice of. Education are available to college studentsin' Alabama

on the basis of financial need. They are Basic Educational Op-

vortunity Grants (BEOG), Supplemental Educational Opportunity.

Grants (SEOG), College Work-Study, National Direct Student toans

(NOSL), and Guaranteed Student Loans. These grants and loanS'

are available for colleges and universities, junior colleges,

vocational schools, technical instit-tes, hospital schools of
6

nursing, and proprietary schools. . Unfortunately, monies for

these grants and loans are not limitless. While BEOG and the

others have increased the educational oppOrtunities for many

4 6
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students in the Stat*e, the present demand for financial aid

is greater than the, supply. There are still many students

who need assistance. Moreover, sixty-three percent 05390

cf the poor families in Alabama have Children under lb years

-Lold, with an average of three children per. family. To pro-

vide increased educational opportunity for these children,

as well the present college-age group, remedial actions

must be continual and future-oriented.

Family resources are an important independent influence

on hildren's educational attainMent. -Parehtal-aiid-Pdr

group'educati6n levels:may also affect a person's educational

ability and motivation. While parental attainment may have

the greatest effect on children's educational attainment,

(Morgan, 1974:323), it is less amenable to Change than in-

come or family needs.

There is another factor which must be considered before

responsible recommendations can be made. This is the employ-

ment variable. Education alone may not be the answer to the

end of pCverty if the labor market is not responsive to the

educated person. "Unless job opportunities in rease in pace

with the size and scope of educational programs, the products

are likely to be heightened disillusions, bitterness, and

competitiveness among rural poor. Under these circumstances,
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one likely outcome of sudh programming would be to spur the

rate of out-migration of the employable poor' (Thomas,

1.972107). Likewise, equal opportunity in employment would

be ineffective if the appropriate educational training were

absent. The following provides an overvie of the problems

of unemployment and underemployment experienced by Alaba a's

.poOr.
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CHAPTER IV

EDUCATION AND EMPLO

Any antipoverty strategy that is to succeed must be based

on some analysis of the labor market. It is essential that

both the weaknesses of those who find themselves impoverished

and the inadequacies of the market structure Which prov des

only poverty wages be understood.

A great deal of emphasis hasbeen placed on. education

as the means for-changing one's economic status. It has

been suggested that education has a definite impact on-the

wage rate a man earns. In Alabama _in-1970, this was apparent;

Fifty-three percent (5 of the-males 18 years-old or over

and 89 percent of the females 18 years old or older who were

earning an income but had less than eight years of..fOrmal

sohooling ere making less than $3,000.00 a year. Less than

one percent (0.5%) of both the males and females of this sa e

'educational level (i.e., less than eight years of schooling)

wereearning $15,000.00 or more. In contrast, 29.2 percent

of those men with one to three years of college and 8.9 per-

cent of those with four or more years of college made less

than $3,000.00, but 30.3 percent of tbose with four years of

college o- more made over $15,000.00 (see Table 14).
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quick indicati n of this relationship is seen by co

paring mean-income to-years of school coMpleted. FOr all r.ten

with less than eight years of schooling in 1970, the mean in-

come was $3,315.00. As educational attainment increased, mean

income also increased (see Table 14). For all men with fou

or more years of'college the mean income was $ 520.00. Mean

incomes for all women were less than half that for men at

every level of edUcational attainment. Moreover, many tu-

dies have concluded that educational returns to white males

were substantially higher than retUrns to black males (Morgan,

1974: Niemi, 1975). It can-be
,

seen in Thble 14 that is the,

educational level rose, increases in mean income ft:ix* black

males were not as substantial as fox-white males. For both

white and black females returns from education were low. While

discrimination was the probable cause of low returns to all

Blacks and to women, another explanation for the low .returns

to white females was the relatively 1 full-time.labor force

participation rate in 1970 (Niemi 1975:94). Therefore, while

education often influences wage rite, race is one factor that

interacts with the education variable to modify its effect

on wages.

Educational attainment, skills, and training are indi-

vidual characteristics which affect type of occupation.
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Alabama in-1970, 147,541 males and females were employed as

professional, technical ir kindred workers. Of those, 3 890

but 105,769(or 2.5%) had an elementary education or le

(or 71.7°4) had some college training In contrast, 117,228

persons were service workers (except:private household);

36,973 (or 31.5%) had an elementary education_of less; 8,562

(or 7.3%) had some cbilege training (see Table 15). The

major ty of blue collar, farm,and service jobs were held by

persons who -ere not high school graduates and 'the majority

of white collar jobs were "held 'by high school graduates and

persons with some college tr_ining.

The greatest percentage of males who headed povOrty

families in 1970 were employed as craftsmen, operatives, and

laborers. Only 3,487 of the 68,853 men who were in the labor

force were unemployed. The majority of female heads-of poverty

families worked as service workers and operatives. Only 2,096

of the 21,651 classified as in the labor force were unemployed.

However, for :hose men and women who worked, over 40 percent

were not employed the full 52 weeks of the year (see Table 16).

There are several implications in theSe data. First, un-

employment does not appear to be the major cause of poverty

for persons in the ldbor force, but underemployment or less

than f 11-time employment is certainly a factor. Second,

5 1



education p aya an important role in'type.of job held. -The

majority of the heads of poverty families work-inpositions

whioh normally pay low wages. This fact, tied with the prob-

lem of less than full-time employment, provides one- explanation

for the number of working people who are poverty 'stricken.

It is necessary to question whether the poor are mpover-
.

ished because of lack of marketable skills, and whether added

training or adequate education will find a responsive_abor

market. The counties with the greatest amount of Poverty

-are the-counties-that offer-the fewest-quality-job oppo tun-i-

ties. Their major industries in 1972 were agriculture; ap-

parel, luMber and wood manufacturing; service and miscellaneous;

and governtent (Thompson, 1974:44). While low wages can be

found in every industry and most occupations,
. poverty wages'

are concentrated in agriculture, non-durable goodsmanufac-

ture, retail trade and personal services.. Operatives, laborers,

and sales clerks are most prone to suffer (Bluestone, 1974:196).

These are the types of positions held by the majority-of heads

of poor _families (see Table 16).

The individual characteristics of education, skill,

training, and health make up a person' "human capital" (Watchel,

1974:186). The differences in these variables among indivi-

duals, although dependent upon race, sex,and age, have a
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definite influence on type of occupation. A labor market

cannot be r sponsive to individuals that lack this human

cap tal. It can expand if the resource of skilled labor is

available. Therefore, formal education plays a key role in

an expanding economy.

CONCLUSIONS

pact of poverty in Alabama is severe. An inordi-

nate number of persons and families in every county of the

State are impoverished. In some counties more than ha f of

the population is poverty-stricken. Increased cost of living

amd decreased purchasing power of the dollar intensify this

hardship.

The debilitating effects of poverty are exposed by pro-

filing Alabama's poor. The mean income for poverty-stricken

families in 1970 was $1,988,00. Fifty percent of the heads of

poverty-stricken families could not provide an income because

they were either institutionalized or were students, hciusewives

or invalids. Of those persons who did work, almost half were

unable to secure full-time employment. Over 52 percent of the

heads of poor families had not completed elementary school.

Another 11 percent had completed only the eighth grade.

Lack of educational training may be the most crippling
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'disadvantage of- poverty, for income,- wages, occupation..

employment Are influenced -by,educational attainthent.- But.

-financial need is not the sole barrier to,,advanced education-

-for the. poor. Social norms and values,- academic procedures,_'

and geographic variables can also produce- severe -obst cles-

--to postsecondary education.

In Alabama in 1970, only 10 percent of the persons 16-24

years old with incomes below poverty were enrolled in college.

Of those Who were not enrolled in school over 60 percent

had not even completed high school. The academic require-

ments of aptitude tests, entrance examinations, and h gh

school grade average for admissions to institutions of higher

education are insurmountable for these persons. Yet the

response has been to place public junior colleges in areas

that do not best serve the needs of the poor.

Therefore, steps must be taken to alleviate these bar-

riers. Postsecondary education must develop a flexibility

to meet the financial, geographic, motivational and aca-

demic needs of new students, and a social commitment which

is exercised in a way that benefits the community as a whole.

In so doing, posts condary education will become an oppor-

tunitY that is available and desirable to all People in

Alabama.
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TABLE 1: ESTIMATED PER CAPITA INCOME AND PURCHASING POWER
OP THE DOLLAR--ALAB - 1970 AND 1974

1970 1974 Percent
Change

Per capita income* $2948.00 $4215.00 43.0
Disposable, per capita

income** $2572.00 °3632.00 41.0
Real, disposable per

capita income*** $2211.92 $2462.49 11.3

Purchasing power of the
dollar+ (1967=$1.00)
consumer price $0.860 $0.678

Source: Center for Business and Economic Research, The Uni-
versity of Alabama. Economic Abstract of_Alabam:
1975, pp. 45, 46, and 56.

*
Per capita income: derived by dividing the total current in-
come of all state residents by total population. It is measured
before,deduction of personal contributions to social security,
government retirement and other social insurance programs.

**Disposable per capita income: the income remaining to persons
after payment of personal taxes.

*Real disposable per capita income: derived by multiplying dis-
posableper capita income by the purchasing power of the dollar,
thus eliminating inflation and showing:actual income with full
purchasing power of the dollar.

+Purdhasing power of the dollar: measured by the consumer and
ivholesale price indexes for 1970 and 1974, using 1967 as the
base year.
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TABLE 2: WEIGHTED AVERAGE THRESHOLDS AT THE POVERTY LEVEL*
BY SIZE OF FAMILY AND NON-FARM, FARM
RESIDENCE: 1970-1974 (IN DOLLARS)

TOTAL
1970 1974 Percent

Chan e
1970 1974

FARM.

1970 1974-,

Persons
under 65
65 and over

1888 2557 35.4 1893 2572 1641 2197H
1749 2352 34.5. 1757 2364 1498 2013

Families
2 persons 2364 3294 39.3 2383 3312 2012 2819-
3 persons 2905 3910 34.6 y 2924 3936 2480 3331:
4 persons 3721 5008 34.6 3743 5038 3195 4302 .

5 persons 4386 5912 34.8 4415 5950 3769 5057:.
6 persons 4921 6651 35.1 4958 6699 4244 5700
7 persons or more 6034 8165 35.3 6101 8253 5182 7018

Sourc_, U. S. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census_ofJ=lopulation, Detailed
Characteristics- Alabama p Apr,: 27 U. S. Bureau of the Census,
Current Population Reports Consumer Income, Series P-60, No. 102
"Characteristics of the Population Below the Poverty Level: 1974"
p. 146.

*
Poverty thresholds are computed on a national basis only. No attempt

has been made by the Bureau of the Census to adjust these thresholds for
'regional, state,or other local variations in the cost of living.
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TABLE POVERTY STATUS OF FAMILIES AND PERSONS
AND URBAN AND RURAL RESIDENCE, FOR ALABAMA:

BY RACE
1970

ALL INCOM LEVELS

TOTAL WHITE BLACK

Families 874,659 687,543 186,092
Urban 508,977 388,230 120,044

Percent 58.2% 56.5% 64.5%
Rural 365,682 299,313 '66,048

Percent 41.8% 43.5% 35.5%

Persons 3,368,487. 2,479,735 883,995
Urban 1,950,906 1,397,448 550,176

Percent 57.9% 56.4% 62.2%
Rural 1,417,581 1-082,287 333,819

Percent 42.1% 43.6% :37.8%

INCOME LESS_TaAN POVERTY LEVEL

Families 180,666 93,614. 86,821
Percent of all families 20.7% 13.6% 46.756'
Urban 84,139 35,601 48,388

Percent 46.6% 38.0% 55.7%
Rural 96,527 58,013 38,433

Percent 53.4% 62.0%: 44.3%

:Persons
. 857,248 388,930 467,196

Percent of all persons 25.4% 15.7% 52.8%
Urban 413,557 159,021 253,759

Percent 48.2% 40.9% 54.3%
Rural 443,691 229,909 213,437

Percent 51.8% 59,1% 45.7%

INCOME LESS THAN 125 OF POVERTY LEVEL

Families 238,587 131,134 107,143
Percent of all families 27.3% 19.1% 57.6%

Persons_ 1,094,871 533,383 559,877
Percent of all persons 32.5% 21.5% 63.3%

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census,J970_Census of Population,
General Social and Economic Characteristics:Alabama,
pp. 185-186.
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TABLE 4: INCOME ANDIOVERTY STATUS FDRPEBSCCIS AND FAMILIES IN ALABAMAIBY 0Th1Y: 1970

RONE BEY

rHE POVERTY LEVEL

1
m

Persons 5,758 13,304 4,788 5 256 6,462 6,492 8,934 20,395 9,214 3,731 7,227 6,958 9,717 3,906
i of all persons 23.7 22.6 43 6 38.2 24 2 54.9 40.8 20.8 25.5 24.0 28.8 42.1 36.5 31.2

Families 1,169 21678 2,039 11028 1 667 1,269 1,741 4,348 1,888 904 1,666 1,419 1/968 965
% of all families 19.6 17.9 35 9 29.8 22.2 46.7 31 1 16.6 19.9 21.1 24.8 35.4 29.8 28.8

Mean family incom $1,959 $2,081 $1 911 $2,200 $1,809 $1,810 $2,239 $2,009 $2/186 $1,851 $1 859 $1,978 $2,077 $2,014

Mean income deficit $11729 $1,659 $1,815 $1,624 $1,351 $1,981 $1,598 $1,558 $11473 $1 446 $11455 $1/817 $1,755 $1,382

Percent receiving

lc assistance

27 6 16.4 28.3 24.5 17.5 25.3 33 5 21.0 25.1 12.5 18.9 32.3 22.9 20.2

!limber with related

children under 18

788 1/ 64 1 5 646 717 793 1,133 2 722 11107 440 861 906 1,262 465

Mean number of relatzl

children under 18

3.4 3 2 3.4 3.8 3.0 3.9 3.6 3.0 3.5 3 0 2.8 3 5 3.6 3 1

NOME LE.% MAN 125%

OF ITE POW LEM

Pei= 7,724 17,762 11,309 6/200 8 644 7,416 10,653 27,099 12(129 51007 10(090 7,980 12(147 4,907

% of all persons 31.7 30.1 50,3 45.0 32.3 62.8 48.5 27.2 33.5 32.2 40 2 48.3 45.6 39.2

Families 11546 3,584 2,466 1,322 2,252 11494 21222 5,948 2/606 1,213 2,361 1(729 2,545 1,200

% of all families 25.9 24.6 43.4 38.3 30.0 54 9 39.7 22.7 27.5 28.3 35.2 43.1 3 .5 35.8

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of Poilation, General Social and Economic Charactaistics: Alabama,

p. 374-379.
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NOE EDI
ThE POW 11/EL

% of all persons

Families

% of all families

itan family haft

143an irate deficit

Percent receiving

c assistance

Nate with re1atel

children unier 18

Mean number of related

children under 18

2,531

23.3

649

22.3

$1,790

$1,372

290

283

2 7

,916

2.8

1,872

19.9

$1,993

$1,389

23.9

1/044

.0

TABLE 4 Continued

11,076

22.4

2,450

18 7

$1,984

$1,546

21.1

1,53

2.

1NCO1E LESS THAN 125%

OP TH2 POVERTY LEVEL

Persons

% of all persons

Families

% of all families

3,554

2.6

870

29.8

10,960

31.6

2,603

27.7

14,207

28.8

,212

24.5

7,000 3,364 9,849 7,677 21,656 12,8985,953 11,957 9,078 1 ,176 19,179

45.0 31.7 29.1 45.4 23,2 16.9 40.2 30.9 28.0 30.9 20.5

1,384 654 2,291 1,365 3,051 1,827 4,062 3/453 1,795 2,109 4,471

35.5 236 24.5 38.3 21.3 14.8 31.5 29.4 21.9 25.1 17.4

$2,089 2,551 1,981 $1,907 $1 834 $1/808 $2,015 $1,706 $2 116 $2,100 $1 863

$1,778 $1,397 $1307 $1,550 $1,296 $1,581 $1,962 $1,397 $1 613 $1,558 $1,498

35.5 27.5 24.0 30. 16. 16 7 301 14 26.2 21,3 19.5

971 442 1 20 760 1 5 6 1,147 3/079 1589 1 115 1 346 2 39

3 5 3 7 .1 3,2 2. 2.8 2.7 3.6 2,9

8,213 4,105 12,259 7,017 16/909 10,875 25,869 16,783 11,740 12,696 25,838

52.7 38.7 36.2 53.4 32.6 24.0 47.6 40.2 36.2 38.5 27.6

1,775 866 3,041 1,664 4,355 2,632 5,053 4,494 2,451 2,759 6,173

45 5 1.3 32.5 46.7 30.4 21,3 39 2 38.3 30.0 32.8 24.0

Source; U.S. Eureau of the Census, pmdib.00cialail970CGeneraltEconaniccbgacteziatic51 _Alabama,

p. 374-379,



NON BEM
TS MY MEL

Persons

% of all persons

Families

% of all fardlies

Mean family income

Mean income deficit

Percent receiwing

public assistance

Number with related

:hildren Under 18

Mean number of related

children under 18

EON LESS MN 1251

CP TE POMO TEEL

Persons.

% of all persons

Families

% of all families

Source: U.S Bureau o

P. 374-379.

62

4,595 6,161

28.3 25.9

1,107 1,588

24.6 23.5

$1,906 $1,738

$1 333 $1,457

2 3 25.0

509 7 0

.2 2.7

6,438

29.5

1,553

25.4

$1,930

$1382

30.0

787

2.9

6,416 8,160 8,107

39.5 34 3 37 1

1,647 2,190 2,034

36.6 32.5 33.3

the Census, 1970 Censas of

TABLE 4 Continued

6,949

65.5

1,286

53.6

$1,773

$2,217

5.7

9 9

3.7

7/274

68.4

1450

60.4

8,651

54.9

1,574

44.7

$1,858

$2,047

5,165

39.0

1 099

1 6

$1 855

$1,647

13,836

24.7

2,975

19.9

$1 983

$1 523

9,530

24.4

2,324

22 1

$1,777

$1,431

119,976

18.8

24,273

14.5

$1 995

$1,675

5,529

38.8

1,364

34.4

$1 583

$1680

32.7 6 6 21.7 21.9 20. 22.0

1,122 50 1841 124 16,260 44

.8 3 2 3.2 2.7

10069 1179 17,490 13,216 159,23E 6,39

63.8 4E6 31.1 3.8 24.8 44,

1,932 1,362 1912 1241 32,884 1,632

54.8 39,2 26.2 0 8 19.7 41.2

eral al and Econcnic

14,260

21.3

3,390

18.8

1,934

$1,468

20.0

1 857

2.9

18,885

27.9

4,508

25.0

92

0.9

1,952

27.3

$1,919

$1,567

cteristios:

26.

1,12

2

10,496

8 6

2,524

35 3

13,026

23.4

2,521

17.9

$2153

$1437

19.9

10,906

26.6

2,311

21.7

$2,16

$1,540

265

1,581 1 430

16,787 14,049

27.5 33.9

3,331 3,105

23.6 29.2



TIBLE4Cortinued

INCOME BELOW

THE POVERTY LEVEL

i
m

1 II

Persons 7,918 10,288 25,633 10,982 5,570 12,373 73,199 9,381 41,168 14,464 6,974 8,189 9426 5,80!

% of all persons 61.8 46.5 14.1 46 4 23.7 23.0 23.5 45.1 25.1 18.9 47.5 40.5 38.9 32.(

Families 1,358 1,896 5,447 2,244 1,490 3,104 14,481 1,751 7,755 3 3 1,393 1,633 1,810 1,38:

1 of all families 50.5 37.4 11.6 40.2 22.5 20.8 18.7 34.3 18.7 16.2 41 1 32.5 29.8 27.

Mean family income $2,035 $2,042 $2,057 $1,799 $1,790 $1,921 $2,053 $2,080 $2,159 $1 875 $2 030 $2,095 $2,032 $1,841

Nean income deficit $2,040 $1,858 $1 589 $1,961 $1,323 $1 332 $1 817 $1,824 $11782 $1,508 $1,702 $1 703 $1,679 $1,531

Percent receiving

public assistance

linger %ith related

children under 18

37.1

1,0 4

31.7

1 346

19.0

3,637

30.5

1,525

18.9

644

17.6

1,519

22 4

10,665

25.9

1 2 0

15.2

5,864

19 9

1 890

30 0

903

36.4

1, 27

20.0

1,140

19.1

729

Mean number of related

children under 18 4.0 3 5 3 2 3.3 2.8 2.7 3 2 3.8 3.4 2.9 3.6 3.6 3.4 3.1

INCOME LESS THAN 125%

OF THE POVERTY LEVEL

Persons 8,751 11,897 34,313 12,5 1 7,675 16,335 94,394 10,713 51,074 19,037 8,575 9,886 10,445 7,174

% of all persons 67.9 4 .9 18.6 53 0 32.6 30.3 30.1 51.5 30.9 24.8 56.1 48.9 42.0 39.4

Families 1,593 2,287 7,546 2,566 2,044 4,175 19,136 2,148 10,216 4,465 1,717 2,059 2,216 1,808

% of all families 59.2 45.1 '16.1 45.9 30.9 28.0 24.7 42.1 24.6 21.7 50.7 41.0 36.5 35.9

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census

p. 374-379.
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ME 4 Continued

INOOME BELOW

THE POVEPTY LEVEL

H

J.
1

Persons 15,902 7,139 8,116 8,707 16,362 8,652 26,615 14,668 5,816 9,238 4,093

% of all persons 35.3 25.8 22.2 53.1 25.6 25.9 25.8 26.2 35.9 56.8 24.7

Families 3,155 1,595 1,802 1,651 3,327 1,826 5,286 3,591 1,168 1,622 1,066

% of all families 28.2 21.8 18.7 44.9 20.8 20.3 19.9 23.6 31.5 46.4 22.7

Mean family income $2,126 $2,015 $2,098 $1,627 $2,283 $2,151 $1,967 $1,801 $2,295 $1,898 $1,799

Mean income deficit $1,733 $1,530 $1,387 $1,998 $1,464 $1,496 $1,655 $1,550 $1,592 $2,177 $1,389

Percent receiving

public assistance 16.6 16.6 17.6 33 5 28.5 32.0 22.0 25.8 20.4 37.7 22.5

'titer with related

children under 18 2,210 896 1,123 1,126 2,105 1,121 3,306 1,869 776 1,211 559

Mean number of related

ohi]dren under 18 3.5 3.2 2.9 3.7 3,5 3.2 3.2 2.8 3.4 3.9 2.5

INCOME LESS THAN 125%

OF THE POVERTY LEVEL

Persons 19,372 9,538 10,626 10,322 22 409 11,4 8 32,879 19,309 7,182 10,528 5,459

% of all persons 42.9 34.4 28.0 60.9 34.9 34.3 30.6 34.6 44.2 64.6 32.9

Families 4,022 2,210 2,442 2,012 4,556 2,567 6,885 4,823 1,443 1,959 1,404

% of all families 35.9 30.1 25.4 54.8 28.5 28.6 25.9 31.7 38.9 56.1 30.0

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Cens_us of Populat9rj,_Oepera1 Social and Econaiiic acteris cs:

gabamal p. 374-379.
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TABLE 5: FAMILIES BELOW THE POVERTY LINE
BY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS, FOR AL.A_ 1970

TOTAL

Age of Heads

NTTh4BER

PERCENTAGE
OF ALL SIMILAR

FAMILIES

PERCENTAGE
DISTRIBUTION

181,430 20.7 100.0

Under 25 13,472 20.0 7.4
25-44 57,099 16.1 31.5
45-64 60,980 18.8 33.6
65 or over 49,879 39.2 27.5

NuMber of children under
18 related to heads

None 67,238 19.2 37.1
1 - 2 51,198 15.1 28.2
3 - 4 35,686 25.7 19.7
5 or more 27,308 58.1 15.0

Educational attainment
of heads

8 years or less 113,923 36.7 62.8
1 - 3 years of high school 37,663 20.6 20.8
4 years of high school 21,651 9.6 11.9
1 - 3 years of college 5,656 7.5 3.1
4 years or more of college 2,537 3.1 1.4

Employment status of heads
in the labor force

Employed 84,921 12.9 46.8
In armed forces 1,013 6.4 .6
Unemployed 5,583 33.3 3.1

Not in labor force 89,913 48.6 49.5

Occupational classification
of heads

Professional or managerial 5,489 3 7 3.0
Clerical or sales worker 5,270 6.1 2.9
Craftsmen, foremen, and

operatives 33,405 11.2 18.4
Service worker 17,973 32.9 9.9
Nonfarm laborer 12,172 28.3 6.7
Parmer/farm laborer 10,612 39.2 5.8

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of Population Detailed.
az7acteristic-. Alabama, pp.. 861, 879, 889, 902 and 920.
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TABLE 6 : POIMRTY STATUS OF FAMILIES BY INCOM
DEFICIT AND TYPE OF INCOME , FOR ALABAMA : 1970

Income Below POverty Total

Total families 180,666 93,614 86,821

Mean incame $1,988.00 1,841.00 $2,147.00
Income deficit $1,632.00 $1,358.00, $1,92700 r

Percent receiving income
of specified type

Earnings 65.4 58.6 72,8

Wage and salary 59.6 50.2 69.9-
Self-employment 9.8 12.8 6.6

'Social Security 35.4 39.9 30.6
Public Assistance .22.8 16.4 29.7
Other Income 12.3 15.1 9.3

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of Population,
General Social and Economic Characteristics: Alabama,
p. 185; and U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of
P ulation Detailed Characteristics: Alabama, p. 926.
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TABLE 7: POVERTY STATUS OF FAMILIES, BY YEARS
OF SCHOOL COMPLETED AND RACE OF HEAD,

FOR ALABAMA: 1970

Years of School
Completed

TOTAL WHITE BLACK.
Number Percent Number -Percent Number Percent

TOTAL 181,430 100.0 94,101 100.0 87;098 100 0

Elementary
- Less-than 8 years 95,000 52.4 44,241 47.0 50,663 58.2

8 years 18,923 10.4 11,516 12.2 7,387 8.5

High School
1 - 3 years 37,663 20.7 19,008 20.2 18,614 21.4
4 years 21,651 11.9 12,888 13.7 8,707 10.0

College
1 - 3 years 5,656 3.1 4,270 4.5 1,382 1 6
4 years 1,739 1.0 1,487 1.6 248 .3
5 years or more 798 .4 691 .7 97 .1

Source: U.'S. Bureau of the Census, 1970_Census of Population, Detailed
Characteristics, Alabama, p. 920. .
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TABLE 8: MEDIAN SCHOOL YEARS COMPLETED BY HEADS OF FAMILIES,
BY RACE AND RESIDENCE, FOR ALABAMA: 1970

STATE

TOTAL WHITE BLACK

All incomes 11.1 12.0 8.0
Income below poverty 7.6 8.2 6.9

AN

All incomes 12.1 N.A. 8.9
Income below poverty 8.7 8.2

RURAL NON-FARM

All incomes 9.6 N.A. 6.4
Income below poverty 6.6 5.7

RURAL FARM

All incomes 9.1 N.A. 5.6
Income below poverty 6.8 5.2

N.A.: not available

Sourc U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of_Population,
Detailed Character_istipa-. .Alabama, pp. 920-923.
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TABTY 9: INCIDENCE OF POVERTY AND YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETED
BY COUNTY, FOR ALABAMA: 1970

Incidence Median Incidence Median
County of poverty School Years County of poverty School Years

families % Completed _amilies % Com leted

Autauga 19.6 11.3 Houston -19.9 19.9
Baldwin .17.9 10.8 Jackson 22.1 9.2
Barbour 35.9 9.0 Jefferson 14.5 11.6.
Bibb 29.8 9.2 Lamar 34,4 9.2
Blount 22.2 9.5 Lauderdale 18.8 11.1
Bullock 46.7 8.4 Lawrence 27.3 -9,1
Butler 31.1 9.0 Lee 17.9 11,8
Calhoun 16.6 10.9 Limestone 21.7. 10.2
Chambers 19.9 9.8 Lowndes 50.5 8.6
Cherokee 21.1 9.3 Macon 37.4
Chilton 24.8 9.2 Madison 11.6 12.4
Choctaw 35.4 9.4 Marengo 40.2 9.7.

Clarke 29.8 10.2 Marion 22,5 9.1
Clay 28.8 9.9 Marshall 10.1
Cleburne 22.3 9.1 Mobile 18,7 11,1
Coffee 19.9 10.5 Monroe 34.3 9.5
Colbert 18.7 11.2 Montgomery 18.7 12.1
Conecuh 35.5 8.9 'Morgan 16.2 11.5
Coosa 23.6 9.8 Perry 41,1' 8.6
Covington 24.5 9.2 Pickens 32.5 9.6
Crenshaw 38.3 8.8 4,1ke 29.8 10.1
Cullman 21.3 9.7 Randolph 27.4 9.3-
Dale 14.8 12.2 Russell 28.2 8.9
Dallas 31.5. 10.7 St. Clair 21.8 9.7
DeRalb 29.4 9.3 Shelby 18.7 10.4
Elmore 21.9 10.6 Sumter 449 8.8
Escambia 25.1 10.1 Talladega 20.8 10.1
Etowah 17.4 10.8 Tallapoosa 20.3 99
Fayette 24.6 9.5 Tuscaloosa 19.9 11.3
Franklin 23.5 9.9 Walker 23.6 9.5
Geneva 25.4 .9.4 Washington 31.5 9.1
Greene 53.6 8.3 Wilcox 46.4 8.8
Hale 44.7 8.5 Winston 22.7 9.3
Henry 31.6 9.5

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970_Cenas of Population, General
Social and Economic Characteristic-: Alabama .pp. 374-379 and
pp. 350-355.
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TABLE 10: POVERTY. STATUS_OF PERSONS 16 TO 24 YEARS OLDIRROLLED IN.COLLEGE,AND
,

OF PERSONS 410 14 YEARS OLDIHO ARE COLLEGE GRADUATES BY AGE,'Sir AND RACE, FOR111411A: 1970 F'

(Data:exoludes inmates of institutions, meMbers of Armed Forces living in:liarrickii,

oollege'students in dormitories and students attending,colleges out of state.),

ALL INCOME LEVELS

Males 16-24

Number enrolled in college

Percent enrolled in college

Females 16-24

Number enrolled in college

Percent enrolled in college

Males 2044

College graduates

Percent

Females 20-24

College graduates

Percent

INCOME ,DELOW POVERTY

Males 16-24

Hurter enrolled in college

Percent enrolled in college

Females 16-24

Number enrolled in college

Percent enrolled in college

Males 20-24

College graduates

Percent

Females 20-24

College graduates

Percent

_TOTAL

THE STATE

WHITE BLACK TOTAL

URBAN

WHITE BLACK TOTAL

RURAL

WHITE BLACK

240,765

31,015

12.9'

260,515

19,337

7.4

113,963

5,212

4.6

134,253

7,315

5,4

56,519

7,472

13,2

61,665

4,622

7.5

21,386

529

2.5

25,742

774

3.0

175,987

27,101

15.4

187,016

13,931

7.4

88,959

4,816

5.4

101,684

6,161

6.1

25,644

6,185

24.1'

24,827

2,578

10.4

12,011

477

4.0

11,378

567

5.0

64,474

1874

6.0

73,118

5,371

7 3

24,829

385

1.5

32,367

1,141

3.5,

139,767

24,533

17.5

154,530

15,260

9.9

68,024

3,949

5.8

82,133

5,925

7.2

LA,

N.A.

N.A.

00786 29,630 N._,

1,264 6,317

4.1 21,3

36,757 33,172 LA.

2 037 3,871

5.5 11.7

9,342 12,380 LA.

52 382

0.5 3.1

41329 15,129 N.A.

207 635

1.4 4.2

39,496

3,279

8.3

46,065

4,437

9.6

15,647

264

1.7

21,307

880

4.1

16,437

1,071

6.5

20,419

1,618

8.0

5 229

20

0,4

8,506

143

1 7

100,998

6,482

6,4

105,985

4,077

3.8

45,939

1,263

2.7

52,120

1,390

2.7

26 889

1,155

4.3

28 493-

751

2.6

9,006

147.

1.6

10,613

139

1.3

N.A.

N.A.

N.A.

A.

N.

N.A.

N.

24,978

595

2.4

27 053

934

3.4

9,182

121

1.3

11,060

261

2.3

14,349

193

1.3

16,338

419

2.6

4,113

32

0.8

50823

64

N.A,: Information not available from the published census data for Alabama.

Source: U.S. BUreaU of the Census 1970 Census of Po- ulation- Detailed Characteristics: Alabama,

73 pp. 966-967 and pp.:980-981.



TABLE 11: POVERTY STATUS OP PERSONS NOT ENROLLED IN SCHOOLIEY YEAR

OF SCHOOL COMPLETED, AGE, SEXIAND ,RACE, FOR ALABAMA: 1970

INCOME BELOW POVERTY TOTAL

umber Percent

Total 16-24 Years Old 62,113 100 0

No school completed 1,974 3.2

Elementary: 1-7'years 9 956 16 0

8 years 6 209 10 0

High School 1-3 years 21,562 34 7

4 years 18 209 29,3

College: 1-3 years 2,894 4.7

4 years or more 1 309 2.1

Males 16-24 Years Old' 26,415 100.0

No school completed 953 3.6

Elementary: '1-7 years

8 years

5,193,

3,108

19 7

11.8

High,School 1-3 years 8,349 '31.6

4 years 7,143 27 0

College: 1-3 years 11140 4 3

4 years or more 529 2.0

Fem4es 16-24'Years Old 35 698 100.0

No school completed 1 021 2.9

Elementary: 1-7 years 41763 13.3

8'years, 3;101 8.7

High School: 1-3 years 13,213 37.0

4 years 11 066 31.0

:College: 1-3 years 1,754 4.9

4Iears_or_more_ 780 2,2

Source: U S. Bureau of the Census;

pp 980-986.

75

State

wHITE BLACK

Number Percent Number Percent

Urban

TOTAL

Number Percent

28 217

672

4 504-

3,243

9;493

7'357

1,898

1 050

12 382

321

2,385

1 632

3 647

3,033

887

477

15,835

351

2,119

1,611

5,846

4,324

1,011

573

100.0

2.4

16 0

11.6

33:6

26.1

6.7

.7

100.0

2.6

19.3

13.2

29.4

24.5

7.2

3.8

100.0

2 2

,13.4

10.2

36.9

27.3

6.4

3 6

33,808

1,302

5,436

2,954

12,048

10,826

983

259

140004

632

2 803

1 471

4,696

4 097

253

52

19 804

670

2,633

1,483

7,352

61729

730

207

100.0

3.9

16.1

8.7

35.6

32.0

2.9

0.8

100 0

4 5

20.0

10.5

33.5

29.3

1.8

0 4

100.0

3.4

13.3

7.5

37 1

34 0

3.7

1.0

31,788

935

3,670

3,096

10,996

10,200

2,169

1,023

12,567

410

1,747

1,308

4 077

3 850

793

382

19 221

525

1,923

1,788

6,919

6,350

1,376

641

100.0

2.9

11.5

9.7

34.5

32.1

6.8

3.2

100,0

3.3

13.9

10.4

32.4

30.6

6.3

3.0

100 0

2.7

10 0

9.3

36 0

33.0

7.2

3-7-

Rural

TOTAL

Number Percent

30 325 100.0

984 3.2

6 286 20.7

3,414 11.3

10,563 34.8

8,009 26.4

725 2.4

286 0.9

13,848 100,0

488 3.5

3,446 24.9

1,800 13.0

4,269 30 8

3 293 23,8

347 2.5

147 1.1

16,477 100.0

496 3.0

2 840 17 2

1 614 '9 8

6,294 38.2

4,716- -28.6

378 2.3

139

1970 Census of Population, Detailed Characteristics: Alabama,



TABLE 12: POVERTY STATUS OF HEADS OF FAMILIES BY YEARS
OF SCHOOL COMPLETED, AGE,AND RACE, FOR ALABAMA: 1970

INCOME BELOW POVERTY UNDER 25
Number

YEARS OLD
P

25 TO 64 YEARS OLD
Percent

65 YEARS
Number

OLD OR CUES
Percent

'Ibtal 13,472 100.0 118,079 100.0 49, 79 100.0

Elementary:
Less than 8 years 2,190 16.3 56,606 47.9 36,204 72.6
8 years 1,170 8.7 12,132 10.3 5,621 11.3

High School:
1-3 years 4,424 32.8 28,172 23.9 5,067 10.1
4 years 3,299 24.5 16,513 14.0 1,839 3.7

Obllege:
1-3 years 1 920 14.2 2,990 2.5 746 1.5
4 years ca. more 469 3.5 1,666 1.4 402 0.8

White 8,123 100.0 55,764 100.0 30,214 100.0

emen
Less than 8 years 1,076 13.2 23,965 43.0 19,200 63.5
8 years 651 8.0 6,213 11.1 4,652 15.4

High School:
1-3 years 2,316 28.5 12,774 22.9 3,918 13.0
4 years 1,962 24.2 9,415 16.9 1,511 5.0

College:
1-3 years 1,686 20.8 1,974 3.5 610 2.0

4 years or more 432 5.3 1,423 2.6 323 1.1

Mack 5,334 100.0 62,131 100.0 19,633 100.0

Elemen -

Less than 8 years 1,105 20.7 32,582 52.4 16,976 86.5
8 years 519 9.7 5,903 9.5 965 4.9

High School:
1-3 years 2 108 39.5 15,357 24.7 1,149 5.8

4 years 1,331 25.0 7,048 11.3 328 1.7

College:
1-3 years 234 4.4 1,012 1.6 136 0.7

4 years or nre 37 0.7 229 0.4 79 0.4

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of Population3 Detailed Chars
P. 920.
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TABLE 13: ALABAMA COUNTY POPULATIONS-71974 AND 1970
AND PERCENT CHANGE IN POpULATION--1960 TO 1970

County
1974

Population
1970

Population
Percent
Change

1960-1970
County

1974
Population

1970
Population

Percent
Change
1960-1970

Autauga 28,300 24,460 +30.5 67,800 56,574 +11.5
Baldwin 65,800 59,382 +21.0 Jackson 44,800 39,202 + 6.9
Barbour 23,900 22,543 - 8.7 Jefferson 641,900 644,991 + 1.6
Bibb 14,100 13,812 - 3.8 Lamar 15,600 14,335 + 0.4
Blount 31,100 26,853 + 5.5 Lauderdale 72,500 68,111 +10.5
Bullock 11,600 11,824 -12.2 Lawrence 28,200 27,281 +11.3
Butler 21,700 22,007 -10.4 Lee 66,100 61,268 +23.1
Ca1tun 105,900 103,092 + 7.5 Limestone 43,000 41,699 +14.2
Chambers 36,800 36,356 3.9 Lowndes 13,600 12,897 -16.3
cherokee 17,300 15,606 - 4.3 Moon 25,600 24,841 7.0
Chilton 27,400 25,180 2.0 Madison 184,800 186,540 +59.0
Choctaw 16,800 16,589 7.2 Narengo 23,100 23,819 -12.1
Clarke 26,900 26,724 + 3.8 Marion 26,900 23,788 + 8.9
Clay 13,200 12,636 + 1.9 Narshall 57,400 54,211 +12.9
Cleburne 11,700 10,996 + 0.8 Nobile 330,600 317,308 + 1.0
Coffee 34,400 34,872 +14.0 Monroe 21,100 20,883 - 6.7
Dalbert 48,400 49,632 + 6.7 Mntgaity 182,900 167,790 - 0.8
Danecuh 15,400 15,645 -11.9 Nbrgan 81,700 77,306 +27.9
Dmsa 11,100 10,662 - 0.6 Perry 14,600 15,388 -11.3
3orington 35,600 34,079 - 4.4 Pickens 21,200 20,326 - 7.1
Crenshaw 14,300 13,188 -11.5 Pike 25,500 25,038 3.7
:ullman 57,000 52,445 +15.1 Pandolph 18,600 18,331 5.9
Mlle 43,200 52,938 +70.4 Russell 45,700 45,394 - 2.1
Dallas 56,900 55,296 - 2.4 St. Clair 32,600 27,956 +10.1

46,700 41,981 + 1.4 Shelby 47,400 38,037 +18.4
7 1tore 37,200 33,535 + 9.9 Sumter 16,200 16,974 -15.3
7 scarnbia 36,200 34,906 + 4.2 Talladega 67,400 65,280 - 0.3
Nuiviaah 94,700 94,144 2.9 Tallapoosa 35,200 33,840 3.3
Payette 16,100 16,252 + 0.6 TUscaloosa 122,500 116,029 + 6.4
Pranklin 26,600 23,933 "1- 8.8 Walker 63,200 56,246 + 3.8
;eneva 22,800 21,924 1.7 Washington 16,800 16,241 + 5.7
lreene 10,300 10,650 -21.7 Wilcox 14,200 16,303 -13.0
lale 15,500 15,888 -18.7 Winston 19,200 16 654 +12.1

fearY 14,300 13,254 -13.3

Center for Business and Economic Research, The University of Al
Abstract of 1975, p. 6.
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TABLE 14: INCOME OF PERSONS 18 YEARS OLD AND OVER

HY YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETED, RACE AND SEX, FOR ALUM: 1970

Income

79

TOTAL

Bales 18 Years

Old and

Inome

$2,999 or less

$3,000 to $9,999

$10,000 to $14,9 9

$15,000 or more

Mean Income

Ftgalei 18.Years

Old and Over

With lncame

$2,999 or-less

$3,000 to .$9,999

$10,000. to $14,999

$15,000 'or :axe

MeanIncome

WHITE

Males 18 Years Old and

Mean Income

Fifties 18 Years Old

and wer: &an Incwe

BLACK

Males 18 Years old and

Over: Mean incone

Females 18 Years Old

and Over: Mean bona

MEM IiIM'STOCE OLLEGR

1-7 Years

Natter Percent

8 YeZs

limber Percent

Years

Number Percent

4 Years

Nuter Percent

3 Years

Number Percent

265,210

248,110

131,940

108,075

6,308

1,787

$3,315

265,053

173,897

154,897

18,775

221

116

$1 348

16 4

$1,490

$2,759

$1,172

_.....

100.0

53.2

43.5

2.5

0.7-

555.5

80,388

76,667

26,945

44,152

4,528

1,046

$4,734

95,895

59,996

48,173

11,580

152

91

$1,789

$5,032

$1,920

$3498

$1,438

218,606

201,374

58,860

120,898

17,215

4,401

$5,370

285,934

168,338

117,691

49,267

938

442

$2 234

$5,875

$2,470

$3493

$1,589

_
100.0

29.2

60,0

8.5

2,2

270 807

260,558

. 49,060

162,806

'37,567

11,125

$6,836

352,754

225,060

114,357

107,205

2,472

1,026

$3,150

$7275

4

$4,045

$2,035

105,916

-99,854

..2.9177

.45,109

.17,203

8,365

$7,212

106,141

72,343

40,109

29,973

1,521

740

$3,230

$7,523

$3,372

$4,062

$2431

.100.0

3541

57.6

5,9

1.4

----

100.0

18.0

62,5

:14.4

4.3

----

100.0

:29,2.

45.2

17,2

1.4

----

100.0

55.4

41.4

2.1

____ -

100.0

89.1

10.8

0.1

0.0

5 55

5 5.5

5=55

100.0

80.3

19.3

0.3

0.1

100.0

69.9

29.3

0.5

0.3

5 5 _55

100.0

50.8

47.6

1;1

0.5

.15555

mmi,55

5555

5555

55

5,551R.

5=5E5

555

5555

=5.15

51=MIM

4 Ymrs or

Nut4r

88,744

87,316 100 0 r'

7,793

29,704 .34 0

23,375 26

26,444' 4,3

$13,520

.69,408.

56061.-

151119'

37,081.

.2 816:

1,025

$5-700,'

13970

5,742

$7671

$5,519

100.0

27.0

66.1

5.1

1.8

Mlif

5 5 5,5

5555'

.5555

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census Detailed Characteristics: Alabama p. 7



TABLE 1 . OCCUPATION OF EMPLOYED PERSONS BY EDUCATION AND SEX FOR ALABAMh: 197

All Income Levels Total

Elementary

(8 years

o 1 )

High School

1-3 years 4 years

College

1-3 years 4 years

Males employed, 16 years old and over 7491851 205 899 174,405 219,096 74,476 75,975

Professional, technical, kindred 81,874 2 094 4,389 15,954 15,788 43,639

Managers and administrators, except farm 76,780 8 842 12,218 26 242 13 448 16,030

Sales workers 481083 4,480 9;495 17 833 9,752 6,523

Clerical and kindred workers 45,896 4 327 8,380 19,215 9 925 3,849

,

Craftsmen and kindred wprkers 172,792 51,260 48,333 59,433 10,756 3,010

Operatives, except transport 120,000 43,069 34,634 36,325 5,178 794

,Transport equipment operatives 53,109 20,829 16,667 13 299 2,055 259

Laborers, except farm 67,502 33,235 18,907 12,652 2 451 257

Farmers and farm managers 19 197 9,473 4,355 3,743 997 629

Farm laborers and farm foremen 14,986 10,270 2,851 1,299 420 146

Service workers except private household 48,716 17,356 13 887 12,960 3,678 835

Private household workers 1,126 44 289 141 28 4

Females employed, 16 years old and over 443,464 84,439 107,658 164,668 44,776 41,923

professional, technical, kindred workers 65,677 1,596 3,828 13,911 11,847 34,495

Managers and administrators except farm 16,871 1,855 3,710 7 098 2,327 1,881

Sales workers
, ,

29,794 3,828 10,117 12,562 2 714 573

Clerical and kindred workers 120,836 4 080 161965 73,314 21,495 3,982

Craftsmen and kindred workers 8,799 1,908 2,951 3,229 55G 161

Operatives, except transport 81,088 23,320 31,182 241907 1,522 157

Transport equipment operatives 2,149 624 718 686 100 21

Laborers except farm 4,851 1,565 1,812 1,304 150 20

Farmers and farm managers 1,311 536 439 278 35 23

Farm laborers and farm foremen 2,795 1 571 777 387 50 10

Service workers except private household 68,512 19,617 23,892 20,954 3,523 526

, Private household workers 40,781 iL..319 _11,267

Source: U.S. Bureau of.the Census, 1970 Census of Po ulation Detailed aracteristic Alabama p.68 .



TABLE 16: POVERTY STATUS OF FAMILIES WITH CIVILIAN HEADS, BY EMPLOYMENT STATUS WEEKS

WORKED IN 1969, OCCUPATION GROUP, AND SEX FOR ALABAMA: 1970

WEEKS WORKED IN 1969

TOTAL

Families with Male Heads

Head Employed

Professional, technical

or kindred 1,808

Managers and administrators 21892

Sales workers 1,607

Clerical and kindred workers 1,546

Craftsmen and kindred workers 12,093

Operatives except transport 10,890

Transport equipment operatives 6,947

Laborers except farm 11,860

Farmers and farm managers 5 230

Farm laborers and farm foremen 5,033

Service workers except

126,699

651366

private household 51199

Private househollworkers 261

Head Unemployed 4407

Head Not in Labor Force 57 046

Families with Female Heads 53,718

Head Employed 19,555

Professional, technical and

kindred workers

Managers and administrators

Sales workers

Clerical and kindred workers

Craftsmen and operatives

Laborers except farm

Farm workers

Service workers except private

household

Private household

582

207

527

1,590

3,475

312

349

5 330

7,183

50-52 4049

38/017 15,106

351979 13,218

1,022 209

1,983 406

911 245

894 185

61081 20641

6,057 2,380

3,951 11434

51639 21976

31425 751

2,842 1,071

31064 868

110 52

683 786

1 355 1_102

90996 3,831

8,990 3,289

204 87

109 26

235 99

510 171

1,606 647

134 63

141 58

2,473 942

31578 1,196

27 26 or less Did not work in 1969

8,716 13,1

6,911 6,926

152

119

116

129

1,448

10033

836

11465

528

584

283

248

243

254

1,546

1,030

523

1 376

349

455

481 572

20 47

621 994

1 184

3,422 7,284

21307 3,341

101 96

28 31

66 85

222 482

382 515

51 53

53 63

51,697

2,332

142

136

92

84

377

390

203

404

177

81

214

32

403

48.962

29,185

1,628

94

13

42

205

325

11

34

634 918 363

770 1,098 541

Head Unemployed 2,096 265- 108 239 738. 746

Head Not in Labor Fo 32 07 741 04 876 31205 .260811

Source: U.S. Bureau of the CensU5, 1970 Census of Po ulation, Detailed Characteristici'; Alabama,

83 p. 902.
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